
 

Response to Comment I:  According to Louisiana’s 2000 305(b) 
report, at least five samples per parameter are required for the data to 
be considered in the State’s assessments.  This same limitation was 
used in this analysis.  EPA accepts this requirement with the 
additional caveat that if the number of allowable exceedances is 
exceeded in less than the minimum number of samples, the water 
must be listed.  Given that only one sample out of 2 or 3 samples 
demonstrated an exceedance in the cases of Bayous Courtableau, du 
Portage, and Petite Anse, the minimum number of exceedances has 
not been reached so there is no requirement to list.  In other waters 
with datasets of a similar size, 2 exceedances out of 2 or 3 samples 
do indicate an impairment in that even if the required minimum of 5 
samples were collected, >25% of the samples would have exceeded 
the criterion.   
 
In Bayou Tete, given that none of the fecal coliform counts measured 
in samples collected during the November – April time period 
exceeded the criterion (2,000cfu/100ml), no TMDL for this water 
body is required. 



 

Response to Comment II:  EPA appreciates the comment.   
 
Response to Comment III:  In each of the fecal coliform TMDLs, the 
use of 200cfu/100ml (or 1,000cfu/100ml) as a basis for these TMDLs 
constitutes a conservative assumption in that the daily load associated 
with the 200cfu/100ml (or 1,000cfu/100ml) criterion is not to be 
exceeded.  The State’s standards allow for instantaneous (or limited 
daily) exceedances of the 200cfu/100ml (or 1,000cfu/100ml) 
criterion as long as the logarithmic average concentration over a 30-
day period does not exceed 200cfu/100ml (or 1,000cfu/100ml).  
Application of this approach in the TMDL development process 
would allow for higher daily loading on some days as long as the 30-
day load does not exceed that load associated with 200cfu/100ml (or 
1,000cfu/100ml).   The TMDLs developed by EPA set a ceiling on 
daily loads that is not to be exceeded on any given day, which is 
highly conservative. 
 
EPA agrees with GRN that the use of numeric criteria for TDS and 
sulfates does not adequately constitute a conservative assumption.  
This language has been removed from all TMDLs referenced in this 
notice written for TDS and sulfates.  EPA believes the remaining 
conservative assumptions are sufficient to warrant the use of an 
implicit margin of safety in each of these TMDLs. 



 

Response to Comment IV:  We appreciate the comment.  It should 
be noted that EPA not only posts notices about the availability of 
these and all other TMDLs in the Federal Register, but EPA also 
posts notices on its website and in the following newspapers in 
Louisiana: The Times-Picayune, The Baton Rouge Advocate, and 
The Advisor (Lafayette).  Federal statutes and regulations do not 
require that additional methods of public notice be followed.  At this 
time, EPA believes that these media provide adequate means of 
informing the citizens of Louisiana of the availability of TMDLs.  
 
Response to Comments V:  All data collection periods, land use 
tables, and typographical errors found in the listed TMDLs were 
corrected as suggested by GRN. 
 
EPA identified the following dischargers for those listed as 
“unknown” in the Bayou du Portage and Bayou Petite Anse 
TMDLs: Henderson Nina WTR plant (LA0112127), Baker Oil 
Tools – Hwy 90E (LA0112151), and Tri Drill Inc. (LA0111121).  
These facility names have been added to Table 2 of both TMDL 
documents as appropriate. 



 

 



 


